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Detailed Action 

Response to Amendment 

Claims 1-10 are pending. This action is in response to the amendment received 
March 16, 2006. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-10 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Peters 
et al. (US 2003/0088489). 

Re claim 1 , Peters teaches a method for assessing risks (para. 0003 and 0006: 
Peters assesses a client's investment profile and evaluates the risk dimensions of the client's 



current portfolio holdings ) comprising: 
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creating a questionnaire containing a series of questions for prompting a user to 
supply information segmented according to risk areas, wherein the risk areas encompass 
categories of potential loss (para. 0012: figs. 2a (element 21 16), 4a-4b, and 12: Peters 
discloses risk assessment bv having questionnaire in which the key questions seek to 
categorize the preferred risks ): 

providing a data store for recording data identifying user responses to the questions 
(figs. 2a, 3, and 4a-4b; Peters discloses a database for storing responses from user in 
relation to risk assessment ): 

programming a series of scoring rules containing an algorithm whereby the user 
responses are interpreted as indicating a predetermined level of risk at least as to categories 
of said potential losses (para. 0009-0013 and 0058, : figs. 12 and 15: Peters discloses how 
expected return increases as risk increases in a programming algorithm ): 

presenting the questionnaire to a user and collecting the user responses in the data 
store (figs. 4a-4b and 14 ): 

processing the user responses through the scoring rules and the algorithm to 
generate a report identifying risk levels according to the risk areas (para. 0007: figs. 15-17 ). 

Re claim 2, Peters teaches storing a series of recommendations associated with 
the risk areas, selecting among the recommendations as a function of at least one of 
the user responses and the risk levels identified by said processing step, and presenting 
selected ones of the recommendations in the report (para. 0006-0007 and 0016 ). Peters 
recommends specific portfolio changes based on asset classes to create an optimized 
portfolio for the client's investment profile. 
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Re claim 3, Peters teaches creating a database and storing the questions and the 
user responses for a plurality of users for comparison in risk assessments of future 
users (para. 0062: figs. 2a, 3. and 4a-4b ). 

Re claim 4, Peters teaches at least one of segmenting of the risk areas, creating 
the questionnaire and composing the algorithm comprises reliance on available data 
and judgment of professionals skilled in the risk areas (para. 0081 ). 

Re claim 8, Peters teaches questionnaire requires selection among a limited set of 
possible answers and the algorithm quantifies risk based on each possible answer (fig. 
4a). In figure 4a, Peters illustrates the claimed limitations. 

Re claim 9, Peters teaches questionnaire requires selection among yes/no and 
numeric answers (figs. 5 and 4a ). In figure 5, Peters discloses yes/no answers and in figure 
4a he discloses numeric answers. 

Re claim 10, Peters teaches questionnaire permits at least one of a missing 
answer and an answer indicating a lack of information, and wherein the algorithm 
assesses the risk levels as a function of said one of a missing answer and said lack of 
information (figs. 4a-4b ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Peters et 
al. (US 2003/0088489). 

Peter does not explicitly teach risks are selected from the group consisting of risk 
of a claim of loss due to computational deficiency, denial of service, security breach, 
violation of legal regulations, tort, contractual breach, insufficient capacity to meet 
contractual requirements, breach of commitment of confidentiality, violation of 
intellectual property rights, failure to adhere to multi-jurisdictional differences in 
regulation. Nevertheless, Peters discloses risks assessment can be used in other 
embodiments ( para.0096 ). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to include different risks as questionnaires scenarios for the same result as in the 
method that discloses in Peters. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Thu Thao Havan whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-81 1 1 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (571 ) 272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see <http://pair-direct-uspto.aov/> Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-91 97 (toll- 



free). 
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